THE  SUNDAY  QUESTION. 


SABBATII  OF  THE  JEWS. 

SUNDAY  OF  CONSTANTINE. 


The  following  Memorial  has  been  presented  to  the  Legislature 
of  Pennsylvania.  As  it  contains  historical  facts  of  general  inte- 
rest upon  the  Sunday  Question,  a few  extra  copies  have  been 
printed  for  distribution. 

To  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania : 

Your  Memorialists,  having  observed  various  proposals  for 
more  stringent  laws  relative  to  the  observance  of  Sunday, 
and  having  witnessed,  in  the  last  few  years,  an  encroach- 
ment on  the  well-established  usages  of  the  State  by  our 
Legislature,  in  regard  to  the  employment  of  chaplains,  and 
by  former  Governors,  in  issuing  proclamations  for  days  of 
public  thanksgiving  : 

Your  Memorialists  ask : That  it  may  be  considered  a prin- 
ciple in  our  Government,  that  the  executive  officers  of  this 
Commonwealth  have  no  authority  officially  to  interfere  with 
ecclesiastical  affairs. 

They  also  ask  : That  it  may  be  considered  an  axiom, 
that,  as  the  Legislature  have  no  authority  to  lay  taxes  for 


religious  purposes,  it  can  have  no  right  to  appropriate  money 
for  purposes  for  which  it  cannot  lay  a tax.  This  they  be- 
lieve would  be  a bar  to  the  employment  of  chaplains. 

While  in  New  England  to  the  north,  and  in  Virginia  to 
the  south,  after  desperate  conflicts,  all  connection  with  their 
respective  ecclesiastical  establishments  has  been  abandoned, 
the  first  principles  promulgated  in  Pennsylvania  remain 
unchanged.  They  have  been  copied,  almost  in  the  words 
of  the  original  founders,  into  the  constitutions  of  many  of 
the  States  of  this  confederacy,  and  form  therein  the  brightest 
page  of  their  constitutional  law.  The  settlement  of  Penn- 
sylvania is  one  of  the  most  remarkable  events  in  the  history 
of  the  world  ; it  marks  that  era  in  which,  for  the  first  time, 
unconditional  freedom  was  declared  to  be  an  inherent  right 
of  our  common  nature.  Your  Memorialists  believe,  that 
principles  so  elevated  and  so  true  should  not  be  lightly 
abandoned.* 

On  the  Sunday  question,  your  Memorialists  ask  the  li- 
berty of  referring  to  a few  historical  facts,  not  always  within 
the  reach  of  those  who  may  be  disposed  to  examine  the 
subject,  though  it  may  extend  this  paper  beyond  the  limits 
usually  assigned  to  memorials. 

The  division  of  time  into  seven  days  is  so  far  from  being 
universal,  as  has  been  alleged  by  sectarians,  that  it  is 
doubtful  whether  it  is  observed  by  one  half  the  population 
of  the  globe  at  the  present  time.f 

The  institution  of  the  Sabbath  was  not  primeval,  and 
has  never  been  universal.  It  was  not  a law  of  nature,  like 
the  love  of  life,  the  love  of  children,  the  moral  sense,  &c. 
It  was  a ceremonial  institution,  applicable  to  the  Jews 
alone. 

* Liberty  of  conscience  has  been  peculiarly  claimed  for  Mary- 
land and  Rhode  Island.  In  Maryland,  religious  toleration  was 
limited  to  Trinitarian  Christians  ; in  Rhode  Island  a law  was  pass- 
ed, on  the  first  of  March,  1663,  excluding  Roman  Catholics  from 
the  rights  of  freemen.  Every  other  colony  had  tests,  of  one  kind 
or  another,  which  were  rejected  in  Pennsylvania.  See  Kent’9 
Commentaries,  vol.  1,  p.  646;  and  Chalmers  on  the  original  docu- 
ments of  the  plantation  office  in  England. 

f Robert  Cox  on  the  Sabbath. 


The  art  of  alphabetical  writing,  had  no  existence  previous 
to  the  eleventh  century  before  Christ.  There  is  a chain  of 
evidence  upon  this  subject,  which  seems  to  admit  of  no 
dispute;  and  it  proves  conclusively,  what  many  of  the  most 
learned  Biblical  scholars  had  believed  from  the  evidence 
of  the  records  themselves,  that  the  account  of  the  creation, 
and  of  God  resting  on  the  seventh  day,  was  written  thou- 
sands of  years  after  it  was  alleged  to  have  happened ; and 
is  of  no  authority  as  a historical  fact.  Hence  it  is,  that 
all  the  evidence  for  the  observance  of  the  institution,  drawn 
from  these  sources,  is  without  foundation.* 

To  the  Jews  it  was  not  a season  of  ascetic  gloom ; though 
no  fire  was  to  be  kindled,  or  work  to  be  done,  it  was  a day 
of  ease  and  of  festive  indulgence  ; the  costlier  viands  were 
eaten,  and  the  best  wine  druuk  in  honor  of  the  Sabbath 
day;  the  festal  cup  was  to  circulate,  marriages  were  fre- 
quently celebrated,  and  the  evening  was  occasionally  spent 
in  music  and  dancing.  Such  was  the  Judiacal  observance 
of  the  Sabbath,  sanctioned  by  the  most  solemn  rules  of  the 
Jewish  Rabbis. f 

Besides  the  Seventh  day  of  the  week,  there  were  nine 
other  Sabbaths  required  by  the  Jewish  Code  to  be  strictly 
observed.  There  was  also  the  Sabbatical  year,  and  the 
year  of  Jubilee,  all  equally  binding  on  the  Jews,  and  upon 
no  other  people. 

That  the  ten  commandments  contain  a part  of  the  great 
moral  law,  equally  applicable  to  all  nations,  no  one  can 
doubt.  So  also  does  the  Koran  of  Mahoramed,  and  the 
Veda,  the  sacred  book  of  the  Hindoos.  Are  we  thence  to 
become  subject  to  the  Hindoo  or  Turkish  laws  ? Surely 
there  is  as  much  authority  to  do  so.  as  that  we  should  be 
governed  by  the  institutions  of  the  Jews. 

The  ten  commandments  and  other  Jewish  laws  bear  dis- 
tinct evidence  that  they  were  designed  exclusively  for  the 
Jewish  nation — even  the  converts  without  the  gates,  the 

* See  Types  of  Mankind,  chapter  “ Art  of  Writing.”  Also 
Humphreys  on  the  Art  of  Writing. 

f See  Memoirs  of  Sir  'Andrew  Agnew,  p.  194;  Bnxtorf’s  Sy- 
nagoga  Judiaca,  chap.  10. 
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Jews  themselves  believed  were  under  no  obligation  to  ob- 
serve the  Sabbath.*  Like  circumcision,  it  was  an  institu- 
tion peculiar  to  the  Jews;  and  it  is  declared  by  the  Apostle 
Paul,  in  his  second  letter  to  the  Corinthians,  that  the 
ministration  of  this  law,  engraven  on  stone,  was  to  be  done 
away  by-  the  more  glorious  ministration  of  a Spiritual 
Religion.  2 Cor.  iii.  7. 

Irenreus,  Justin  Martyr,  Eusebius,  and  others  whose 
authority  admit  of  no  dispute,  are  all  equally  explicit  that 
the  Patriarchs  of  old,  before  the  time  of  Moses,  kept  no. 
Sabbaths. 

The  Apostle  Paul  uses  this  language — “ Ye  observe 
days,  and  months,  and  times,  and  years.  I am  afraid  of 
you,  lest  I have  bestowed  on  you  labor  in  vain."  Again, 
“ Let  no  man,  therefore,  judge  you  in  meat  or  in  drink,  or 
in  respect  of  an  holy  day,  or  of  the  new  moon,  or  of  the 
sabbath  days,  which  are  a shadow  of  things  to  come."  And 
it  is  very  evident  that  the  Apostles  travelled  both  on  the 
seventh  and  first  days  of  the  week.  Gal.  iv.  9, 11.  Col.  ii. 
16,17. 

With  a Divine  intelligence  and  independence  of  mind,  in 
direct  violation  of  the  Jewish  laws,  casting  them  as  it  were 
under  his  feet,  Jesu3  walked  through  the  corn-fields  on  the 
Sabbath  day,  plucking  the  ears  of  corn,  sanctioned  the  eat- 
ing of  the  shew  bread,  which  was  lawful  only  for  the 
priests,  Mark  2,  was  present  at  a large  feast  at  the  house  of 
a Pharisee,  given  on  the  Sabbath  day  ( Luke  xiv.  1 ) and  directed 
the  sick  of  the  palsy  to  take  up  his  bed  and  walk,  though 
the  Jews  deemed  it  unlawful  to  carry  any  burden  on  that 
day.  He  travelled  not  only  on  the  seventh  day,  the  sab- 
bath of  the  Jews,  but  on  the  first  day  of  the  week.  Wit- 
ness, beside  other  instances,  his  journey  from  Jerusalem  to 
Emmaus,  a distance  of  eight  miles. 

When  the  Jews  sought  to  kill  Him  because  he  had 
broken  the  sabbath,  he  reproved  them  by  saying — “The 
sabbath  was  made  for  man;"  and  again,  “ my  Father  worketh 
hitherto,  and  I work” — hence  the  text  says  they  sought  th« 
more  to  kill  him.  He  was,  according  to  the  Pharisees,  the 
great  sabbath  breaker. 

* Buliop  White  on  4th  Commandment. 
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How  beautiful  was  the  idea,  “ my  Father  worketh 
hitherto,  and  I work”;  the  operations  of  nature  going  on  un- 
ceasingly, sustained  by  the  Divine  laws.  The  birds,  the 
beasts,  and  the  insect  tribe,  with  an  intelligence  adapted  to 
themselves,  enjoying  a Sabbath  of  rest;  each  in  its  kind 
and  according  to  its  own  state  and  condition.  Man  alone, 
(made  “ a little  lower  than  the  angels,”)  is,  according  to 
sectarians,  to  learn  the  nature  of  his  sabbath  through 
symbolic  and  legendary  fragments,  collected  and  explained 
by  men,  often  alike  ignorant  of  the  first  principles  of 
philosophy  and  of  common  sense. 

The  whole  tenor  of  the  New  Testament,  the  whole  spirit 
of  the  Christian  religion,  is  opposed  to  the  idea  that  one  day 
is  more  holy  than  another.  There  is  not  one  text  that  en- 
joins the  observance  of  the  sabbath,  not  one  word  said 
against  sabbath  breakers.  The  Apostles  held  a convention 
to  decide  what  laws  of  the  Jews  were  binding  upon  Chris- 
tians; they  did  so  decide,  but  they  omitted  any  reference  to 
the  observance  of  a sabbath  day.* 

The  first  decree  for  the  observance  of  Sunday,  was  made 
by  Constantine,  the  second  Christian  Emperor,  in  the  year 
321,  and  was  in  these  words  : 

“ Let  all  the  judges  and  town  people,  and  the  occupations 
of  all  trades,  rest  on  the  venerable  day  of  the  sun ; but  let 
those  who  are  situated  in  the  country,  freely  and  at  full 
liberty  attend  to  the  business  of  agriculture ; because  it 
often  happens  that  no  other  day  is  so  fit  for  sowing  corn, 
and  planting  vines;  lest  the  critical  moment  being  let  slip, 
men  should  lose  the  commodities  granted  by  the  providence 
of  Heaven. ’,J[ 

The  domestic  life  of  Constantine  was  marked  by  singular 
atrocities;  and  this  first  union  of  church  and  state,  in  the 
Christian  era,  so  injurious  to  the  Christian  world,  was 
suited  to  the  character  of  the  man. 

It  is  upon  this  decree,  corrupt  as  it  is  believed  in  all  its 
sources,  and  not  upon  the  law  of  God,  that  all  the  Sunday 
Legislation  of  the  Christian  world  has  its  foundation. 

C- 


Acts,  chap.  xv. 

f Corpus  Juris  Civilis  Constantino,  2 Coss,  321. 


It  is  matter  of  authentic  history,  that  even  after  the  re- 
cognition of  Christianity  by  law,  the  Courts  were  open  on 
the  first  day  of  the  week,  and  that  the  early  Christians 
worked  on  that  day,  as  suited  their  convenience.* 

Sylvester,  Bishop  of  Rome  under  Constantine,  in  order 
(as  it  is  stated)  to  give  more  solemnity  to  his  decree, 
changed  the  name  of  Sunday,  to  the  more  imposing  one  of 
the  Lord’s  day.f 

Under  the  decree  of  Constantine,  sanctioned  by  the 
church,  Sunday  was  held  as  a festival  for  a period  of  sixteen 
hundred  years  after  the  Christian  era,  retaining  during  all 
that  time  the  names  of  Sunday  and  Lord’s  day. 

The  parliament  of  England  met  on  Sunday,  until  the 
reign  of  Richard  the  Third  in  the  year  1488.  Many  of  the 
Kings  were  crowned  on  that  day.  Among  whom  were 
Rufus,  Stephen,  Henry  the  Second,  Richard  the  First, 
John,  &c. 

The  first  law  of  England  made  for  the  keeping  of  Sun- 
day, was  in  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  about  the  year 
1470.  By  that  act,  Sunday,  the  Feast  of  all  Saints,  of 
Holy  Innocents,  and  many  other  days,  were  established  as 
festivals  by  the  English  law. ‘I  There  were  also  many 
councils  of  the  church,  at  Constantinople,  Laodicea,  &c.,  in 
which  the  festival  of  Sunday  was  recognized  ; and  in  several 
of  them  sabbatizing,  or  keeping  the  Jewish  Sabbath  was 
forbidden. 

Such  was  the  state  of  the  sabbath  question,  until  the 
latter  part  of  the  sixteenth,  and  beginning  of  the  seventeenth 
centuries.  In  the  year  1595,  Dr.  Bound  (a  non-conformist,) 
put  forth  a book,  in  which,  for  the  first  time,  the  name 
Sabbath  was  given  to  the  first  day  of  the  week ; the  Sun- 
day of  Constantine,  and  the  Lord’s  day  of  Sylvester. 

He  was  sustained  by  the  intolerent  sectarians  of  that 
period  in  their  bitter  hostility  to  the  Romish  and  Episcopal 
churches.  It  was  believed  that  if  these  churehes  had  made 
it  a day  of  fasting,  tlmn  the  non-conformists  would  have 

* Corpus  Juris  Civilis. 

t See  Lucius’  Ecclesiastical  History,  page  740.  Bamp.  England, 
page  98. 


made  it  a day  of  feasting  and  recreation.  Tlie  King  and 
the  English  churches  resisted  this  innovation  ; the  King 
published  what  was  called  his  “ Book  of  Sports,”  which  was 
ordered  to  be  read  in  the  churches,  decreeing  that  the  people 
should  not  be  cut  off  from  their  usual  recreations  on  Sun- 
day. “ The  king  declared  that  it  was  done  rut  of  pious 
care  for  the  service  of  God,  and  for  suppressing  of  those 
humours  that  oppose  truth,  and  for  the  ease,  comfort  and 
recreation  of  his  Majesty’s  well  deserving  people.”  “The 
Bishops  recommended  these  Sunday  recreations  as  bringing 
the  people  more  willingly  to  church,  as  tending  to  civilize 
them,  and  to  compose  differences  among  them,  and  as 
serving  to  increase  love  and  unity. ”*  Chief  Justice 
Popham  issued  an  order  of  the  Court  that  all  the  sab- 
bath bopks  of  the  sectarians  should  be  called  in.  This 
only  increased  the  desire  of  the  people  to  read  them. 
The  sectarians  (as  is  well  known)  gained  the  ascendency, 
and  the  King’s  “Book  of  Sports”  was  directed  to  be  burned 
by  the  hangman. 

The  nature  of  this  sectarian  movement  may  be  estimated 
from  the  fact  that  the  “ Lords,  Knights  and  Gentry”  were 
allowed  to  make  feasts  and  wedding  dinners  at  their  plea- 
sure, which  were  forbidden  to  the  common  people. 

As  the  nonconformists  gained  the  ascendency  in  the  State, 
they  ordained  that  not  only  labor  and  amusements  of  all 
kinds  should  be  interdicted,  but  that  all  travelling  should 
be  stopped ; no  tailor  was  allowed  to  carry  home  a suit  of 
clothes,  no  barber  was  allowed  to  shave  a man  on  Sunday, 
no  man  was  permitted  to  sit  at  his  own  door,  to  walk  the 
streets,  or  enjoy  the  fresh  air  in  the  green  fields. ”'j' 

The  ingenuity  of  man  was  exercised  first  to  make  the 
Sunday  laws  sufficiently  comprehensive,  and  then  rigidly 
to  enforce  them.  To  compensate  the  people  for  the  depri- 
vation of  their  usual  Sunday  amusements,  other  days  were 
appointed,  and  no  effort  was  left  untried  to  accomplish  the 
end  proposed.  The  effect  of  this  severity,  was  an  in- 
crease of  moral  depravity  and  of  crime. 

* Neal’s  History  of  Puritans,  London  edition,  1768,  vol.  i,  p. 
495;  and  vol.  ii,  pp.  238-39. 

f Heylyn. 


William  Penu  thus  characterizes  this  period,  “Oh,  the 
unheard  of  hypocrisy  of  that  age  ! Sycophants  in  grain 
enough  to  poison  the  whole  world  with  their  flatteries, 
whose  interest  was  their  conscience,  and  power  their  reli- 
gion ; devotion  only  serving  to  stalk  their  stratagems  to 
promotion  ; but  the  just  God  has  swept  them  off  the  stage, 
and  their  suu  is  set  and  shall  never  rise  more.* 

Hume,  in  his  history  of  England,  says,  “ Though  the 
English  nation  be  naturally  candid  and  sincere,  hypocrisy 
prevailed  among  them  beyond  any  example  in  ancient  or 
modern  times. ”! 

“As  the  bowis  bent,  so  is  the  rebound;”  and  the  general 
dissoluteness  of  manners,  which  immediately  succeeded  this 
period  in  the  reign  of  Charles  II,  is  believed  never  to  have 
been  equalled  either  before  or  since  in  the  annals  of  the 
British  Empire. 

The  second  case  in  which  the  Sunday  superstition  had 
the  ascendency,  was  in  Scotland.  Here  also  the  ingenuity 
of  man  was  exercised  in  enacting  and  enforcing  Sunday 
laws.  Persons  were  appointed  to  hand  over  to  the  sessions 
all  children  and  others  who  were  found  walking  in  the 
streets  on  Sunday. 

The  result  was  the  same;  men  could  not  be  forced  into  a 
religious  life ; it  was  contrary  to  the  laws  of  nature  and  of 
God.  Instead  of  Religion  there  was  Cant ; instead  of  Truth, 
Hypocrisy.  Cromwell  thus  writes  to  the  President  of 
the  Council  of  State,  dated  Sept.  25,  1650.  “ I thought,” 
says  he,  “ I should  have  found  in  Scotland  a conscientious 
people  and  a barren  country  ; about  Edinburgh  it  is  as  fer- 
tile for  corn  as  any  part  of  England,  but  the  people  gene- 
rally (are  so)  given  to  the  most  impudent  lying,  and  fre- 
quent swearing,  as  is  incredible  to  be  believed.”! 

Among  the  causes  assigned  for  a solemn  fast  in  Scotland 
in  the  year  1653,  are  the  following  : “ The  growth  of  sin  of 
all  sorts,  particularly  pride,  uncleanness,  contempt  of  ordi- 
nances, oppression,  violence,  fraudulent  dealing,  and  that 
under  the  rod,  the  maist  pairt  of  the  pepill  growing  wors 
and  wors,  and  revolting  moir  and  moir.”§ 

* Folio  Works,  Yol.  ii.,  p.  86.  f Vol.  vii.,  p.  332. 

tCarlyle’s  Life  of  Cromwell,  vol.  ii.,  page  72. 

^Records  of  the  General  Assembly,  page  107. 
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The  Sabbath  superstition  had  only  been  in  existence  in 
Scotland,  at  this  period,  for  about  fifty  years,  and  here  we 
have  the  most  authentic  evidence  that  the  people  were 
growing  worse  and  worse. 

We  have  still  one  other  case,  showing  the  same  result. 

The  most  severe  sect  of  the  Puritans,  the  Brownists, 
came  to  New  England,  where  they  assumed  the  name  of 
Congregationaiists.  We  make  the  following  extract  from 
their  laws  : “ Whoever  shall  profane  the  Lord’s  day  by 
doing  unnecessary  work,  by  unnecessary  travelling,  or  by 
sports  and  recreations,  he  or  they  who  so  transgress  shall 
forfeit  forty  shillings,  or  be  publicly  whipped;  but  if  it  shall 
appear  to  have  been  done  presumptuously,  such  person  or 
persons  shall  be  put  to  death,  or  otherwise  severely  punished 
at  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

“ No  one  shall  run  on  the  Sabbath-day,  or  walk  in  his 
garden,  or  elsewhere,  except  reverently  to  and  from  meet- 
ing. 

“No  one  shall  travel,  cook  victuals,  make  beds,  sweep 
house,  cut  hair,  or  shave  on  the  Sabbath-day.”  “ No  woman 
shall  kiss  her  child  on  the  Sabbath  or  fasting  day.” 

“ If  any  man  shall  kiss  his  wife,  or  wife  her  husband,  on 
the  Lord’s  day,  the  party  in  fault  shall  be  punished  at  the 
discretion  of  the  magistrates.”* 

The  experiment  of  a rigid  observance  of  the  Sabbath 
was  here  made  under  the  most  favorable  circumstances. 
The  laws  were  most  rigid — the  power  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  Sabbatarians  to  execute  them  as  they  thought  proper; 
yet  the  experiment  only  served  to  demonstrate  the  utter 
inefficiency  of  Sabbath  observances  to  refine  and  purify 
society.  It  would  appear  that  in  proportion  as  these  laws 
were  enforced  so  was  crime  increased. 

Her  statesmen  were  debased,  as  was  evinced  in  their 
servile  addresses  to  the  king,  calling  him  a Grod,t  and  in 
their  offer  of  a bribe  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  ,£2000 
for  the  Privy  purse,  in  order  to  accomplish  their  ends.^ 

*See  a tract  entitled  the  “ Whole  Doctrine  of  the  Sabbath,”  by 
J.  W.,  page  31. 

f See  Addresses  in  Hutchinson’s  History. 

J Chalmers,  p.  413,  and  Coit,  119. 
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Her  clergymen  were  debased  by  their  bitter  and  unrelenting 
persecutions  of  those  that  di tiered  from  them.  The  Epis- 
copalians, Presbyterians,  Baptists,  Papists,  Antinomians — 
all  suffered  in  their  turn,  and  four  Quakers  who,  in  ad- 
dition to  their  other  offences,  protested  against  this  super- 
stition of  the  Sabbath,  were  condemned  and  hung,  and 
their  remains  now  repose  in  Boston  Common,  martyrs  to 
the  great  cause  of  civil  and  religious  liberty. 

Superstition,  according  to  its  nature  acting  and  reacting 
upon  itself,  closed  the  mind  to  all  true  intelligence.  The 
prisons  were  filled  with  supposed  witches,  and  many  were 
executed  in  the  vicinity  of  Boston  for  witchcraft  alone. 

Cotton  Mather,  their  eminent  historian,  speaks  of  the 
grossest  sort  of  stealing  and  robbing  and  cheating  among 
them,  litigious  suits  scandalously  multiplied,  drinking 
houses,  stumbling  blocks  of  iniquity,  secret  filthiness  in 
church  members,  and  young  men  debauching  the  societies 
to  which  they  belonged  * Elsewhere  he  says,  “Have  not 
many  of  us  been  devils  oue  to  another,  for  slandering,  for 
backbitings,  for  animosities  ? It  is  high  time  to  leave  off 
all  devilism,  when  the  devil  himself  is  falling  upon  us.”f 

We  design  no  reflection  upon  any  class  of  men,  but  your 
Memorialists  desire  to  show  to  the  Legislature  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, where  great  efforts  are  being  used  to  increase  sab- 
bath laws,  that  where  they  have  been  tried,  they  proved  a 
failure ; thus  showing  that  the  natural  effect  of  enactments 
making  crime  where  there  is  no  crime,  offences  where  there 
are  no  real  offences,  is  to  increase  the  evil  which  they  pro- 
pose to  remedy.  There  is  a reverse  side  to  this  picture, 
from  which  great  instruction  upon  this  subject  may  be 
drawn. 

The  Germans,  as  a class,  both  Protestants  and  Catho- 
lics, are  remarkable  for  a non-observance  of  the  first  day 
of  the  week.  William  Howitt  says  of  them  in  his  “ Ru- 
ral and  Domestic  Life  ” — “ Shops  remain  in  a great  mea- 
sure open,  all  sorts  of  theatres  and  places  of  amusement 
are  open,  ladies  sit  knitting  in  company  as  usual;  the  peo- 
ple look  on  the  strictness  of  England  as  a species  of 

♦Mather’s  Works,  vol.  ii.  p.  34-1. 
f Book  of  Witches,  p.  45. 
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gloomy,  ascetic  severity  which  makes  no  part  of  religion  $ 
and  he  adds  we  may  safely  assert  that  there  is  no  country 
in  Europe,  in  which  there  is  so  great  an  amount  of  con- 
tentment enjoyed.  All  are  industrious,  moderate  in  their 
desires,  and  disposed  to  enjoy  themselves  in  a simple  and 
unexpensive  sociality.” 

The  Baroness  De  Stael,  in  her  work  on  Germany,  says, 
“ It  may  be  said,  to  the  glory  of  the  German  nation,  that 
she  is  almost  incapable  of  that  practised  suppleness  which 
makes  all  truths  bend  to  all  interests,  and  sacrifices  every 
engagement  to  every  calculation.  Religion  in  Germany 
exists  in  the  very  bottom  of  the  heart.” 

The  same  character  that  is  thus  given  to  the  Germans 
may  also  be  applied  to  the  French.  Laing,  in  his  “ Notes 
of  a Traveller,”  expresses  his  belief  that  those  French 
people,  where  Sunday  is  observed  only  as  a festival  devoted 
to  social  enjoyment,  are  a more  honest  people  than  the 
British.”  He  says,  “ The  beggar,  though  hungry,  respects 
the  fruit  on  the  road  side  within  his  reach,  and  practical 
morality  is  more  generally  taught  iu  France  than  in  any 
other  country  in  Europe.” 

So  far  as  statistics  may  be  relied  upon  they  show  the 
same  result.  Parker,  in  his  sermon  on  the  “ Perishing 
Classes,”  states,  “ that  during  the  past  year,  more  than 
one  twenty-fifth  part  of  the  inhabitants  of  Boston  were 
committed  to  watch  houses  for  criminal  offences.”  Yet 
they  have  officers  specially  appointed  to  keep  what  they 
call  the  Sabbath-day  from  pollution,  permit  no  rail  road  cars 
to  run,  have  Sabbath  societies,  &c. 

In  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  with  its  strict  Sabbath 
observances,  it  is  stated  that  there  was  one  convict  for 
every  2257  inhabitants.  In  Pennsylvania,  where  Sunday 
is  less  rigidly  observed  there  is  one  for  3300.*  In  France, 
where  Sunday  is  observed  as  a festival,  the  criminals  in  the 
different  departments  were  in  the  proportion  of  one  person 
in  3984,  the  largest  number  to  one  in  8264  ; the  average 
probably  being,  one  in  six  thousand. j" 

Evidence  equally  plaiu  and  distinct  may  be  drawn  from 

* Prisons  and  Prison  Discipline, 
f Annales  de  Hygiene,  torne  9, 
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the  early  history  of  Pennsylvania.  It  was  the  avowed 
doctrine  of  the  Quakers  that  there  was  no  distinction  in 
days,  that  the  Christian  religion  was  a principle  of  the 
mind,  which  calls  for  obedience  to  the  Divine  law's,  upon 
all  days  and  upon  all  occasions.* 

It  is  believed  of  the  Quakers,  settled  as  they  are  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  this  commonwealth,  that  their  morality  and 
integrity  is  not  surpassed  by  any  other  class  of  citizens.  It 
is  known  of  them  that  they  have  been  pioneers,  in  the 
great  cause  of  civil  and  religious  liberty.  It  was  from 
them,  on  the  banks  of  the  Delaware,  that  the  first  re- 
monstrance was  sent  to  Great  Britain,  against  taxation 
without  representation,  which  they  declared  to  be  con- 
trary to  the  British  Constitution,  and  which  finally  led,  in 
other  hands,  to  the  American  Revolution.t  Yet  these  men 
retained  their  primitive  idea,  that  the  Sabbath  is  no  more 
holy  than  any  other  day.  The  history  of  the  Waldenses, 
in  Germany  and  Italy,  believed  to  be  among  the  most 
spiritual  sects  in  Europe,  would  show  the  same  result — 
purity  of  life  and  disregard  to  the  Sabbath.^ 

Are  those  who  are  necessarily  engaged  in  blast  furnaces, 
of  whom  there  are  thousands  in  Pennsylvania,  who  work 
every  day  in  the  week,  more  depraved  than  others  ? The 
evidence  is  that  they  are  virtuous  in  their  way,  and  that 
their  constitutions  remain  uninjured;  thus  falsifying  all 
that  sectarians  say  upon  the  subject. 

We  have  thus  traced,  step  by  step,  the  various  phases  of 
this  Sabbath  superstition.  Every  change  that  has  been 
made  in  it  since  the  Christian  era,  has  proceeded  from  sec- 
tarian influence,  seemingly  of  a corrupt  character.  With 
these  facts  before  us,  it  should  occasion  no  surprise,  that 
the  ascetic  observance  of  Sunday,  instead  of  producing  an 
increase  of  virtue,  has  resulted  in  an  increase  of  crime. 
The  facts  are  too  plain,  the  evidence  too  strong,  to  admit 
of  doubt.  The  mind  of  man  can  no  more  encounter  su- 
perstition without  injury,  than  the  physical  frame  can  han- 
dle fire  without  being  burned.  Cause  and  effect  are  inevi- 

• Barclay’s  Apology,  4to  : 301  ; also  Penn’s  Works. 

T Proud’s  Hist,  of  Penna.,  and  Smith’s  Hist,  of  New  Jersey, 
j Littell’s  Living  Age. 
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table.  Man  with  all  his  powers  cannot  separate  them. 
It  remains  for  us  now  to  show  the  opinion  of  some  of 
the  eminent  Reformers  who  have  written  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  the  character  of  the  Sabbath  Laws  of  this  Com- 
monwealth. 

In  a clear  comprehension  of  the  Anti-Christian  ten- 
dency of  the  Sabbath  doctrine,  that  eminent  Reformer, 
Martin  Luther,  said — “ If  any  one  sets  up  the  observance  of 
the  Sabbath  on  a Jewish  foundation,  then  I order  you  to 
work  on  it,  to  ride  on  it,  to  dance  on  it,  to  feast  on  it,  to 
do  anything  that  shall  reprove  this  encroachment  on  the 
Christian  liberty  and  spirit.”* * * § 

In  bis  instructions  to  Christians,  he  says,  “ The  words 
of  Scripture  prove  clearly  to  us,  that  the  ten  command- 
ments do  not  affect  us,  for  God  has  not  brought  us  out  of 
Egypt,  but  only  the  Jews.  * * * * No  single  point 

in  Moses  binds  us  ; leave  Moses  and  his  people  alone ; 
their  work  is  done;  he  has  nothing  to  do  with  me;  I listen 
to  the  word  which  concerns  me  ; we  have  the  gospel.”f 
Melancthon  is  equally  explicit.  He  says,  “ They  who 
think  the  observance  of  the  Lord’s  day  has  been  appointed 
by  the  authority  of  the  church,  instead  of  the  Sabbath,  as 
a thing  necessary,  greatly  err.  The  Scripture  allows  that 
we  are  not  bound  to  keep  the  Sabbath,  for  it  teaches  that 
the  ceremonies  of  the  law  of  Moses  are  not  necessary  after 
the  revelation  of  the  gospel. 

John  Calvin  says : “ It  cannot  be  doubted  that  every- 
thing ceremonial  was  abolished  at  the  coming  of  Christ. 
He  was  the  true  fulfilment  of  the  Sabbath,5’  and  he  adds, 
“ far  therefore  from  Christians  should  be  the  superstitious 
observance  of  days.”§ 

He  elsewhere  says,  “ to  say  that  nothing  was  abrogated 
but  the  ceremonial  in  the  Commandment,  while  the  moral 
part  remains — to  wit,  the  observance  of  one  day  in  seven 
— is  nothing  else  than  to  insult  the  Jews  by  changing  the 
day,  yet  mentally  attributing  to  it  the  same  sanctity  ; thus 

* Christian  sects  in  the  19th  century, 

t Instructions  to  Christians  how  to  make  use  of  Moses, 

t See  the  Augsburg  confession  of  faith  by  Melancthon. 

§ See  Calvin’s  Institutes,  book  second,  chapter  8th,  sec.  31. 
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retaining  the  same  typical  distinction  as  had  place  among 
the  Jews,  going  thrice  as  far  as  the  Jews  in  the  gross  and 
earn  d superstition  of  Sabbatism.”* 

John  Knox,  the  eminent  reformer,  in  his  confession  of 
faith  for  the  reformed  churches  of  Scotland,  is  wholly  si- 
lent upon  the  duty  of  keeping  the  Sabbath  day  ; and  it  is 
known  that  until  after  his  death,  Sunday  theatrical  amuse- 
ments continued  in  Scotland.  The  inference  is  irresti- 
ble  that  he  united  with  Calvin  and  Luther  in  not  consider- 
ing it  binding  upon  Christians  to  keep  the  Sabbath. 

William  White,  the  venerable  Episcopal  Bishop  of  Phi- 
ladelphia, deceased  but  a few  year's  ago,  says  in  his  work  on 
the  Catechism,  “ It  appears  evident  that  unless  some  new 
obligation  can  be  shown,  the  Institution  of  the  Sabbath 
ceased,  even  in  relation  to  Jewish  converts  to  Christianity, 
at  the  destruction  of  their  religious  polity,  and  that  it  never 
extended  to  the  Gentile  Christians.” 

William  Penn,  the  founder  of  Pennsylvania,  says,  u He 
certainly  little  deserves  to  be  styled  an  evangelical  minister, 
who,  instead  of  preaching  the  end  of  all  holy  days,  feasts, 
new  moons,  solemn  assemblies,  and  Sabbath  days,  is  assert- 
ing and  maintaining  the  absolute  necessity  and  service  of 
them  under  the  Gospel. ”f 

Similar  opinions  of  many  other  celebrated  characters  might, 
be  referred  to,  far  beyond  what  would  be  proper  to  quote 
on  the  present  occasion.  Chrysostom,  Patriarch  of  Con- 
stantinople, Saint  Gregory,  William  Tindal,  Dr.  Neander, 
Bishop  Cranmer,  Milton,  Bullinger,  Bishop  Whately,  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  all  bear  testimony  to  one  point,  that  the 
Christian  religion  does  not  require  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  day. 

The  influence  of  sectarians  is  singularly  stamped  upon 
the  Sunday  Laws  of  this  Commonwealth.  To  which  your 
memorialists  respectfully  ask  the  attention  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. 

The  first  Sunday  law  in  this  province,  was  enacted  on 
the  12th  day  of  January,  1705,  a quarter  of  a century  after 
the  settlement  of  this  province.  It,  was  a mild  law,  not 
interfering  with  the  sports  and  diversions  of  the  people  ; 

* Institutes,  459-466. 
f See  Penn’s  works,  fol.  2d  vol 


cook  shops  aud  victualling  houses  were  to  be  kept  open, 
and  travellers  were  to  be  furnished  with  suitable  accommo- 
dations at  inns  aud  public  houses. 

To  prevent  any  unnecessary  interference  with  the  rights 
of  the  people,  on  the  same  day,  another  law  was  enacted, 
giving  full  liberty  of  conscience  to  all.  This  liberty 
of  conscience,  so  broad  and  unequivocal,  was  unknown  in 
Great  Britain,  and  the  Royal  sanction  was  refused  to  this 
latter  law,  while  that  respecting  Sunday  remained  on  the 
Statute  Book.  This  we  believe  is  the  history  of  the  first 
Sunday  Legislation  of  Pennsylvania,  and  thus  it  remained 
for  more  than  100  years  after  the  settlement  of  the  province. 

A Sunday  law  of  this  character,  with  liberty  of  conscience, 
liberally  defined,  your  memoralists  believe  to  be  the  only 
kind  of  Sunday  Legislation  consistent  with  the  Constitution 
of  the  State,  or  the  genius  of  our  institutions. 

In  the  year  1794,  a more  stringent  Sunday  enactment 
was  made.  It  prohibited  any  worldly  employment  or  busi- 
ness, including  all  games,  hunting,  shooting,  sports  and 
diversions;  making,  however,  exceptions  in  favor  of  travel- 
lers and  watermen. 

It  is  the  beauty  of  the  English  Common  Law,  that  it  has 
from  age  to  age,  been  made  to  correspond  with  the  progress 
of  society  and  the  spirit  of  the  times.  The  high  character 
of  Lord  Mansfield,  has  risen  not  so  much  from  his  legal 
acumen,  great  as  that  was,  as  from  a strength  of  mind 
which  enabled  him  to  dig  the  common  law  out  of  the  sloughs 
into  which  it  had  fallen,  under  the  direction  of  narrow- 
minded legal  sectarians. 

Happy  would  it  have  been  for  Pennsylvania,  if  the  Sunday 
enactments  of  the  State  had  been  treated  in  as  liberal  and 
enlightened  a manner. 

Instead  of  this,  every  decision  of  our  Courts  upon  this 
subject  has  rendered  these  laws  more  absurd  and  contra- 
dictory ; till  at  length  norational  man  can  unravel  the  sub- 
ject, and  decide  what  the  laws  of  the  State  are. 

A man  cannot  hire  a horse  to  visit  a friend  or  for 
exercise  on  Sunday,  without  committing  a penal  offence. 
In  the  case  Berrill  vs.  Smith,  2 Miles,  402,  a contract  of 
this  character  was  declared  to  be  void.  The  Judge  is  re- 
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ported  to  have  said  that  if  the  contract  had  been  made  on 
Saturday,  to  be  fulfilled  on  Sunday,  it  would  also  have  beeu 
void.  Thus  the  defendant  was  permitted  to  violate  the 
eternal,  moral  law  of  truth  and  justice,  for  the  promotion 
of  religion. 

Article  9th,  17th  section  of  the  Constitution,  says,  “No 
ex  post  facto  law,  or  any  law  impairing  contracts,  shall  be 
made.” 

The  intelligent  members  of  the  Legislature  will  decide 

C o 

whether  this  legal  decision  of  Judge  Stroud  was  not  a 
direct  violation  of  the  Constitution. 

In  the  case  Logan  vs.  Mathews,  6 Barr.  417,  it  has  been 
decided  that  if  the  hire  of  a horse  was  to  visit  a parent  in 
the  country,  it  was  lawful  as  an  act  of  charity. 

Directly  in  opposition  to  this,  a Sunday  contract  of  mar- 
riage is  valid,  though  not  an  act  of  charity,  and  only  recog- 
nized by  our  laws  as  a civil  contract. 

A rich  man  may  ride  in  his  own  carriage,  when  and  where 
he  pleases,  but  a poor  man  cannot  ride  in  his  country  wagon, 
because  that  wagon  is  connected  with  servile  work. 

A newsboy  may  sell  his  papers  on  Sunday,  yet  a pub- 
lisher cannot  sell  a Bible  or  Prayer  book,  without  commit- 
ting a penal  offence. 

A steamboat  may  pass  over  our  rivers  with  impunity, 
nay,  even  the  packet  on  our  canals  is  allowed  to  pass,  while 
the  humbler  canal  boat  with  merchandise  is  not  permitted 
to  go  through  the  locks. 

A transient  sojourner  cannot  purchase  a meal’s  victuals, 
nor  a poor  man  a loaf  of  bread. 

The  men  attached  to  Blast  Furnaces,  whose  calling  ne- 
cessarily obliges  them  to  work  on  Sunday,  after  quietly  pur- 
suing their  business  for  a hundred  years,  are  harassed  and 
called  upon  to  pay  fines  for  Sunday  work,  which  they  find 
it  easier  to  comply  with,  than  to  lose  the  time  in  appeals  to 
higher  authority,  where  indeed,  if  the  Courts  happen  to  be 
narrow-minded  and  severe,  they  might  find  no  redress. 

As  we  have  stated  above,  the  Jews  did  not  oblige  the 
Gentiles  to  conform  to  their  Sabbath  laws,  when  they  had 
the  power  to  do  so. 

“By  a decree  of  the  Koman  Emperor,  Augustus,  Jews 


17 


were  exempt  from  summons  into  any  Court  of  Justice  on 
their  Sabbath  day.”* 

Yet  with  great  professions  of  increased  light  and  know- 
ledge in  this  Christian  Commonwealth,  both  the  Jew  and 
the  Seventh  day  Baptist  have  been  fined  and  persecuted  by 
our  laws;  and  they  may  on  their  Sabbath  days  be  taken 
by  a Constable  from  their  most  sacred  offices,  and  be  made 
to  testify  in  our  Courts;  in  violation  of  principles  which 
they  deem  sacred,  and  which  ought  to  be  preserved  to  them 
by  an  enlightened  country. 

Gfen.  Washington,  in  a letter  to  a committee  of  the 
Seventh-Day  Baptist  Society  in  Virginia,  dated  Aug.  4th, 
1789,  the  record  of  which  may  be  found  at  Ephrata,  ear- 
nestly protested  against  this  violation  of  conscientious 
rights  regarding  Sunday.  He  says,  “if  I had  the  least  idea 
of  any  difficulty  resulting  from  the  Constitution  adopted 
by  the  Convention  of  which  I had  the  honor  to  be  Presi- 
dent, when  it  was  formed,  so  as  to  endanger  the  rights  of 
any  religious  denomination,  then  I never  should  have 
attached  my  name  to  that  instrument.  If  I had  any  idea 
that  the  general  government  was  so  administered  that 
liberty  of  conscience  was  endangered,  I pray  you  be  as- 
sured that  no  man  would  be  more  willing  than  myself  to 
revise  and  alter  that  part  of  it  so  as  to  avoid  all  religious 
persecution.” 

Your  memoralists  know  that  the  Courts  are  necessarily 
bound  by  the  laws,  but  the  community  has  a right  to  ask 
for  a liberal  construction  of  them  in  conformity  with  the 
feelings  of  the  age. 

When  the  question  of  travelling  on  Sunday  on  the  Penn- 
sylvania B,  tilroad  was  submitted  to  the  vote  of  the  Stock- 
holders, a large  majority  were  found  to  be  in  favor  of  it, 
and  this  we  think  is  an  index  of  the  sentiments  of  Penn- 
sylvania on  the  subject  of  Sunday  laws. 

The  publishers  of  both  the  Sunday  and  daily  papers  are 
criminals  in  the  eye  of  the  law — the  one  publishes  his 
paper  on  Sunday,  the  other  sets  his  type,  and  all  who  read 
Sunday  or  Monday  papers  arc  partakers  in  the  crime. 

If  our  Courts  are  true  to  what  they  allege  to  be  the  law, 

♦Lewis’s  Origines,  Heb.  vol.  2d,  page  557. 
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the  contracts  of  clergymen  to  do  work  on  Sunday  are  penal 
offences. 

Our  laws  recognize  none  other  hut  civil  contracts,  and 
Sunday  preaching,  (which  is  their  ordinary  work,)  cannot 
be  called  a work  of  “ necessity,”  seeing  that  there  are 
many  Societies  who  do  not  employ  preachers,  and  it  is  be- 
lieved more  than  half  the  people  in  Pennsylvania  never  go 
to  church.  It  cannot  be  called  a work  of  “ charity,”  when 
they  take  pay  for  preaching. 

Two  instances  have  occurred  in  this  Commonwealth  in 
which  an  estimable  man  has  been  imprisoned  for  takingpay 
for  tracts  of  a moral  and  religious  character,  after  deliver- 
ing public  discourses. 

The  right  to  stop  a canal  boat  is  coming  before  the  Su- 
preme Court  for  revision.  There  is  certainly  no  law  in 
this  State  to  reach  the  case.  The  men  who  navigate  them 
are  not  workmen  in  the  usual  acceptation  of  the  term. 

The  analogy  between  boats  on  canals  and  on  rivers  ought 
to  protect  them.  The  men  are  all  “watermen.”  Canal 
boats  are  stopped  four  months  of  the  year  by  the  frost,  and 
many  times  during  the  season  by  peculiar  hindrances.  It 
remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  Supreme  Court  will  throw 
all  the  boatmen  idle  on  Sunday,  to  violate  the  law  in  any 
way  their  ingenuity  may  devise,  or,  in  the  end,  to  open 
the  locks  and  pass  through  as  they  have  done  before. 

A free  government  can  have  no  permanent  existence 
which  incorporates  contradictions  into  its  system.  The 
laws  of  mind  are  as  unchangeable  as  those  of  matter.  There 
is  not  a machine  made  by  the  hand  of  man  that  can  have 
a permanent  existence  with  conflicting  movements,  neither 
is  there  a political  State.  The  contradictions  must  be  re- 
moved peaceably,  or,  in  the  end,  force  will  be  employed, 
and  the  freedom  of  the  Government  will  come  to  an  end. 

So  obscure  are  these  laws  that  it  is  quite  uncertain  at 
this  time,  whether  a man  may  be  allowed  to  be  shaved  on 
Sunday,  or  even  whether  he  may  lawfully  shave  himself  in 
his  own  house  ; the  Courts  would  very  likely  decide,  that 
as  it  might  have  been  done  on  Saturday  evening,  it  was  not 
a work  of  necessity,  and  therefore,  was  not  lawful. 

These  laws,  prejudicial  as  they  are  to  the  best  interests  of 
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the  state,  evidently  have  arisen  from  the  Legislature  under- 
taking to  transcend  its  proper  limits,  by  enactments  for 
which  it  had  no  authority  ; and  which,  instead  of  being 
softened,  have  been  made  more  rigid,  and  more  contradic- 
tory by  our  courts.  So  different  was  the  early  legislation 
of  the  Christian  Church,  that  by  the  sixteenth  canon  of  the 
Council  of  Nice,  praying  by  “kneeling  was  especially 
interdicted  on  Sunday,  because  it  indicated  fear  and  sor- 
row on  a day  in  which  the  whole  church  exults  and  re- 
joices.” 

In  the  Epistle  of  Ignatius  to  the  Phillipians  “ he  is  called 
a killer  of  Christ,  who  fasts  on  the  Lord’s  day  or  on  Satur- 
day.” These  extracts  indicate  the  legal  enactments  of  the 
church  in  the  early  days  of  the  Christian  era. 

It  may  not  be  easy  to  decide,  what  proportion  of  the 
crimes  of  this  commonwealth,  come  from  its  Sunday  Legis- 
lation ) yet  there  can  be  no  doubt,  if  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  analogy  of  history,  that  our  Sunday  laws,  milder  than 
others  referred  to,  produce  in  the  same  proportion  their 
increase  of  moral  depravity.  It  cannot  be  otherwise.  If 
these  laws  are  enforced,  they  are  violations,  as  we  have  said 
before,  of  the  principles  of  human  nature,  and  of  the  un- 
changeable laws  of  G od.  If  they  are  not  enforced  they 
are  mockeries  on  our  statute  book,  and  impair  the  integrity 
of  our  jurisprudence. 

They  cannot  be  enforced.  Let  the  moralist  contemplate 
the  precincts  of  our  cities  and  villages  filled  with  boys  and 
men  openly  violating  them.  There  are  many  men  of  truth- 
fulness, and  of  religious  feeling,  who  encourage  manly  sports 
on  Sunday,  believing  that  the  laws  of  humanity  are  more 
available  for  practical  good,  than  the  narrow  prejudices  of 
sectarianism. 

The  members  of  the  General  Assembly  may  easily  con- 
vince themselves  that  statements  made  by  Sabbath  societies 
to  promote  their  sectarian  views  are  false.  The  cars  and 
boats  that  traverse  the  public  works  are  as  exempt  from 
accidents  on  the  Sunday  as  on  any  other  day  of  the  week, 
and  yet  it  is  promulgated  to  the  world  that  the  judgments 
of  the  Lord  are  peculiarly  heaped  on  those  who  travel  on 


20 


the  First  day  of  the  week.  Instead  of  there  being  more 
accidents  on  that  day  to  the  passenger  cars,  there  are  fewer. 
It  is  the  most  suitable  day  for  passengers  to  travel  on 
railroads ; there  are  in  general  fewer  passengers,  and  the 
burthen  trains  being  off  the  road,  lessens  the  danger.  It 
is  that  day  on  which  the  laboring  man  finds  most  leisure 
for  excursions  and  for  visiting  his  friends,  and  by  this 
means  giving  energy  to  his  physical  frame.  The  British 
Government,  in  their  care  of  the  laboring  classes,  have 
made  it  a subject  of  inquiry  whenever  the  trains  have  been 
stopped. 

The  great  physiological  truth  that  man  cannot  work  un- 
ceasingly is  prostituted  to  support  the  sabbath  superstition. 

We  can  have  no  doubt  that  men  who  labor  hard  on  six 
days  of  the  week,  may  be  beuefitted  by  resting  on  the 
Seventh  day ; we  also  most  assuredly  believe,  that  those 
who  live  sedentary  lives  for  six  days,  mechanics  who  sit  at 
their  trades,  and  Judges  in  the  courts,  our  Assembly  men 
who  are  confined  in  close  legislative  halls,  children  and 
teachers  who  are  shut  up  in  their  schools  for  six  days  in 
the  week,  would  be  benefitted  by  free  exercise  in  the  open 
air  on  Sunday.  We  deem  it  injurious  to  the  physical  con- 
dition of  children,  to  force  them  into  churches  and  Sabbath 
schools,  on  Sunday,  when  they  have  already  been  confined 
to  their  schools  six  days  of  the  week.  We  believe  that  our 
laws  would  be  better  made  by  our  Legislators,  better  ex- 
ecuted by  our  Judges,  if  those  who  make  them  and  who 
execute  them  could  be  persuaded  to  take  athletic  exercise 
in  the  open  air  on  Sunday. 

To  accomplish  this  end  your  Memorialists  ask  that  all  im- 
pediments to  travel  on  our  public  ways,  our  rail-roads, 
our  canals,  should  be  removed.  That  by  the  repeal  of  these 
laws,  iunocent  children,  who  naturally  seek  amusements  and 
diversions,  should  not  be  made  penal  offenders,  almost  be- 
fore they  are  able  to  walk. 

It  was  an  enlightened  saying  of  Montesquieu,  that  “ The 
Laws  of  Religion,  should  never  inspire  an  aversion  to  any 
thing  but  vice.”* 

Milton  says,  “it  is  the  height  of  injustice,  as  well  as  an 
® Spirit  of  Laws,  Book  24,  chap.  22. 


example  of  most  dangerous  tendency  in  religion,  to  account 
as  sin  what  is  not  such  in  reality.”* 

It  is  the  oft-repeated  tale  of  sectarians  that  the  first  vice 
of  the  inmates  of  our  prisons  is  a violation  of  our  Sabbath. 
There  probably  is  not  an  individual  in  this  commonwealth, 
who  has  come  to  years  of  discretion,  who  has  not  openly 
desecrated  the  day,  according  to  the  standard  of  the  ancient 
Jews,  which  is  all  we  have  to  go  by;  and  thus  it  may  be 
easily  judged,  that  criminals  have  not  been  an  exception. 
Put  that  man  knows  little  of  human  nature  who  believes 
that  morals  are  impaired  by  the  non-observance  of  days.  It 
is  through  a vicious  life,  every  day,  that  the  character  of 
man  is  impaired ; through  a virtuous  life  that  it  is  per- 
fected. 

If  the  historical  facts  we  have  stated  are  true,  it  may  bo 
asked  why,  in  a professedly  Christian  country,  it  should  be 
unlawful  to  do  as  Jesus  did  : to  follow  so  noble  and  so  ex- 
cellent an  example  ? why  we  should  be  required  to  disre- 
gard the  precepts  of  the  great  apostle  ? The  texts  which 
we  have  quoted  admit  of  no  contradiction,  yet  it  is  a penal 
offence,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  to  respect  them  and 
to  be  guided  by  them. 

The  answer  to  this  question  is  plain.  An  ascetic  obser- 
vance of  Sunday,  as  practised  in  our  country  and  enforced 
by  our  laws,  is  an  affair  of  great  gain  to  the  priesthood, 
which  they  will  not  readily  relinquish.  They  believe,  or 
affect  to  believe,  that  they  are  the  true  interpreters  of  the 
will  of  God  to  the  children  of  men,  and  that  Sunday  is 
the  proper  day  for  the  exercise  of  their  power.  Thus  also, 
political  sectarians,  at  the  early  settlement  of  this  country, 
having  little  confidence  in  humanity,  denied  the  possibility 
of  a government  confined  to  civil  affairs. 

Dudley,  the  third  Governor  of  Massachusetts,  left  behind 
as  part  of  his  own  epitaph,  these  lines  : 

“ Let  men  of  God  in  Courts  and  Churches  watch 
O’er  such  as  do  a toleration  hatch, 

Lest  that  ill  egs  bring  forth  a cockatrice 
To  poison  all  with  heresy  and  vice.” 

All  these  predictions  have  proved  vain,  so  also  must  it 
* T reatise  on  Christian  Doctrine,  page  331 . 


be  with  Sabbath  legislation.  It  has  no  foundation  to  rest 
upon  but  bigotry  and  superstition,  and  it  must  come  to 
an  end  under  the  influence  of  free  enquiry,  and  the  un- 
changeable principles  of  the  Christian  religion. 

The  present  Executive  in  his  late  message  says,  “ That 
a stringent  and  comprehensive  law,  is  required  vindicating 
the  great  law  of  the  Sabbath,  to  save  it  from  desecration, 
through  the  demoralizing  effects  of  strong  drink.” 

Your  Memorialists  respectfully  suggest  that  the  Sunday 
is  desecrated  by  using  it  for  avy  improper  purpose,  by  sec- 
tarians, who  endeavor  to  prevent  a healthy  exercise  ; by  un- 
just laws  and  unrighteous  decisions  of  the  Courts;  and 
we  respectfully  ask,  that  the  law  which  he  proposes  shall 
not  be  partial  but  comprehensive  in  all  its  enactments. 

There  is  a sense  of  propriety,  of  justice,  of  truthfulness, 
to  which  the  common  mind  tends.  On  this  our  civil  in- 
stitutions rest  with  a security  more  permanent  than  can 
ever  be  derived  from  standing  armies.  We  desire  to  see 
the  Sunday  institution  resting  on  a basis  equally  secure. 
In  the  assurance  that  hence  all  that  is  good  will  remain, 
all  that  is  false  in  it  be  removed,  they  desire  to  remove 
those  just  causes  of  dissatisfaction  which  not  only  impair 
its  beauty,  but  which  your  memorialists  believe  to  be  a 
violation  of  the  rights  guaranteed  to  us  by  the  Constitution. 
They  desire  to  remove  imaginary  crimes  from  the  statute 
book,  that  those  that  are  real  may  receive  the  greater 
attention.  They  ask  of  the  legislature,  that  in  closing  the 
taverns  on  Sunday,  as  no  unimportant  adjunct  thereto 
they  may  open  every  avenue  to  a rational  and  reasonable 
recreation  on  that  day.  They  ask  it  as  a means  of  in- 
creasing the  religious  sentiment  of  the  country,  and  thus 
promoting  the  happiness  and  well  being  of  the  community. 

It  cannot  be  disguised,  that  notwithstanding  the  opinion 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  through  the  influence  of  sectarians, 
Sunday  laws  obtain  an  ecclesiastical  character.  Your 
memorialists  desire  that,  as  Pennsylvania  was  first  in  the 
cause  of  civil  freedom,  so  also  she  may  be  first  in  distinctly 
avowing  that  man  has  no  right  to  legislate  for  man  in  the 
affairs  of  the  soul. 

Your  Memorialists  reject  every  idea  of  interfering  in  the 
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slightest  degree  with  those  who  think  it  right  to  observe 
Sunday,  but  they  desire  that  in  its  zeal  to  bring  others 
to  its  own  standard  no  party  should  be  armed  for  per- 
secution by  the  power  of  the  State. 

Your  Memorialists  suggest  that  if  the  Sunday  laws  are 
deemed  to  be  religious  laws,  the  Christian  religion  requires 
not  the  aid  of  penal  enactments. 

If  they  are  deemed  to  be  civil  laws  only,  your  Memo- 
rialists have  looked  in  vain  into  the  Constitution  to  find  the 
authority  by  which  the  Legislature  attempts  to  declare 
when  each  man  shall  rest,  and  when  he  shall  labor. 

Your  Memorialists  ask  that  the  Legislation  respecting 
the  First  day  of  the  week,  may  be  rendered  intelligible  to 
the  people.  That  it  may  be  understood  whether  it  is  of  a 
civil  or  ecclesiastical  character.  That  while  the  mighty 
ship  is  allowed  to  navigate  our  rivers  on  Sunday,  it  may 
not  be  deemed  a penal  offence  in  the  master  of  the  more 
humble  canal  boat  to  navigate  our  canals.  That  while  it 
is  lawful  for  the  rich  man  to  drive  bis  coach  on  Sunday,  it 
may  not  be  deemed  a penal  offence  for  the  poorer  man  to 
drive  his  team.  That  while  the  raftsmen,  at  critical  seasons 
of  the  year, are  permitted  to  navigate  our  rivers  on  Sunday, it 
may  not  be  deemed  a penal  offence  for  the  farmer  to  secure 
his  grain  in  seasons  equally  short  and  equally  critical. 
That  it  may  not  be  deemed  a penal  offence  in  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  to  follow  the  precepts  and  example  of  Christ 
and  his  Apostles — that  the  ex  post  facto  legislation  of  the 
Supreme  Court  regarding  Sunday  may  be  forever  abolished ; 
that  thus  persecution  may  cease,  and  the  rights  guaranteed 
by  the  Constitution  be  restored  to  the  people. 

Your  Memorialists  believe  that  the  evils  which  afflict 
society,  are  mostly  within  the  reach  of  rational  remedies  ; 
among  these,  a modification  of  our  Sunday  laws  is  called 
for,  alike  by  the  physical  and  moral  wants  of  the  commu- 
nity. 

Actuated  by  no  selfish  motive — having  no  object  to  gain 
but  the  attainment  of  truth,  your  memorialists  ask  a calm 
consideration  of  the  historic  facts  to  which  they  have 
alluded.  They  believe  them  to  be  of  unquestionable  au- 
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thority,  and  that  they  challenge  the  investigation  of  every 
mind  which  may  be  interested  in  the  subject. 

Under  the  debasing  influence  of  superstition,  aided  by 
the  partial  legislation  of  the  commonwealth,  the  Sunday, 
instead  of  being  a day  of  delight,  of  joy  and  rejoicing  for 
the  use  of  man,  is  converted  into  a day  of  persecution,  a 
day  of  ascetic  gloom,  in  which  a constant  warfare  is  kept 
up  with  humanity,  and  in  which  the  morals  of  society  are 
impaired  by  the  habitual  violation  of  laws  which  the  power 
of  the  State  is  unable  to  enforce,  and  which  are  alike  con- 
trary to  the  precepts  of  the  New  Testament  and  to  the 
sublime  principles  of  the  Christian  religion. 

WILLIAM  LOGAN  FISHER, 
EDWARD  M.  DAVIS. 

Philadelphia , 1855. 

Note. — Persons  who  may  be  desirous  of  having  a copy 
of  the  foregoing  paper,  or  of  other  facts  of  the  same  cha- 
racter, may  be  supplied  at  the  cost  of  printing  by  applying 
to  either  of  the  subscribers. 


